Compulsory education of orphans did not depend solely upon the law or upon the order of the county court setting forth the conditions under which a person might be appointed guardian. The orphan, his friend, or the grand jurors could bring the case to the attention of the court if there was negligence on the part of guardians, or failure to carry out the terms of the indenture. For example, an orphan complained on July 2, 1685, that he was held in a severe and hard servitude illegally and that he was taken by one Major Hawkins "under pretense of giving him learning." The case came before the court again on August 2, but the justices decided that he must continue in the service of his present master.3
Under the act of 1656 the county court was given power to apprentice orphans whose estate was too small to give them a free education. This act called only for a change of master if he neglected to teach him the trade agreed upon. Nevertheless, under the general powers granted to vestries by the act of 1657-58,1 they had control over parish matters, including the care of the parish poor. An interesting method of enforcing the educational provisions in indentures of orphan children by one parish is that adopted by the vestry of Petsworth Parish, Gloucester County, October 8, 1724; viz., "It is also ordrd by this prsent vestry thatt all Orphant children, bound out by the Parish hereafter, that if they cannot Read at thirteen years old that they shall be sett free from theire sd Mastrs or Missrs or be taken from them."' This seems to be an isolated case, but it illustrates the fact that educational practice in Virginia did not depend solely on general laws any more than it did in By the act of 1646 justices of the peace were given power to bind out children of parents "whose poverty extends not to give them good breeding"; the act of 1672 gave power to county courts to bind out children whose parents were not able to bring them up apprentices; that of 1727 gave power to the church wardens, on order of the county court, to bind out children of idle and dissolute parents who could not support, or did not take due care of, their children or their instruction in "Christian principles," and provided for a clause in their indenture to teach boys to read and write; the act of 1748 gave power to the county court to bind out the children of any person who was judged incapable of bringing up his children or who failed to take due care of their education. Apprenticed boys and girls were to be taught reading and writing.'
There are numerous examples, dating from the seventeenth century, of the education of poor children through the system of apprenticeship. These cases occurred before there was any law requiring book instruction of the apprentices. For example, a boy, William Rogers, was bound out by the Surrey County Court, June 15, 1681, "his master to teach him his trade of blacksmith, and to read and wright."2 Another boy was bound out by the church wardens of Petsworth Parish, Gloucester County, April 4, 1700; the master promising and obliging himself by the indenture "to give unto the above Richard Allen three years' Schooling and he to be sent to school at the years of twelfe or thereabouts."3 An indenture recorded September 24, 1690, provided that Rebeccah Ffrancis serve as an apprentice till twenty-one years old, to be "virtuously brought up" and given a "Compleat yeares schooling to be Educated in Reading the Vulgar tongue, to bee taught as aforesaid within the aforesaid term of Apprenticeship.'4 There are six cases of boys bound out by the Essex County Court in the month of July, 1698. One was to be taught to read and write, one to read and have a year's schooling, two to be put to school at nine years of age and kept there until twelve, and two others to be that the parents mentioned be summoned to the next court to show cause why their children should not be bound out as the law directs. They appeared as ordered but failed to give satisfaction to the judges. The children were accordingly bound out.' So on October 1, 1760, it appeared to this same court that John Warren, father of Matthew Warren, "is not able to bring up and educate him in a Christian like manner." Accordingly the church wardens were ordered to bind the boy out "agreeable to Other trades mentioned were: bricklayer (2), saddle-maker (1), tailor (3), millwright (2), silver-smith (1), barber (1). In the remaining cases the description is general, such as "apprentice," "servant," "suitable trade or employment," or merely "bind out" with no trade specified. No trade is mentioned for girls unless we may call "spinster" a trade, mentioned once.
Attention may be called to certain details concerning these tables. The orphans constituted 38.01 per cent of all the children apprenticed and were, with one or two exceptions, bound out by the church wardens of their own parish on an order from their county court. The boys were most often apprenticed to learn the trade of carpenter, shoemaker, blacksmith, and planter or farmer. The reason for the predominance of artisans over farmers is 1 The data given are made from a study of these manuscript records by the writer.
